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angry at the rain; and the only difference is, that men are
manageable for the future, and are susceptible to the in-
fluence of our sentiments regarding them, while the elements
are not; so that it may be judicious, with a view to benefits
to come, to commit the absurdity of praising what is not
praiseworthy, and censuring what is not to blame. Thus
to reduce the moral sentiments to a policy providing for the
future, instead of a sentence pronounced upon the past, is
simply to renounce them; and amounts to a confession that
they cannot coexist with a theory of necessary causation.

Hence, much as I admire the habitual justice and
absolute immunity from partisan prejudice with which
Professor Sidgwick treats all controverted questions, I
cannot but feel that he has pushed this virtue to a point
of unreasonable generosity, when, in spite of his irresistible
consciousness of free volition, he pronounces the point at
issue in the determinist problem neutral to the doctrine
of Ethics, and of no influence upon their practice. I can
understand and intellectually respect the thorough-going
determinist, intensely possessed by the conception of
causality that rules through all the natural sciences, and
never doubting that, as a c universal postulate/ it must be
driven peiforce through the most refractory phenomena
of human experience. I can understand the emphatic
claim of the reflective moralist for the exemption of his
territory from a law which admits of no alternative. I can
readily forgive either, if he rises to enthusiasm, and con-
tends with the other as for very life. But I cannot under-
stand the intermediate mood, which imagines the chasm
of difference reducible to a step, which, for all practical
purposes, it is not worth while to bridge over or fill Up*
I can grant indeed that, in drawing up an objective code
of actions to be prohibited and required, the two doctrines
would not widely diverge in their results; for, in this work,
we have to look, not at the inner life, but at the outward
relations and well-being of Society. But when, from con-
istructing the organism as you would have it, you pass to